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Hollings, we got 5-year budget projec-
tions. Recently, we played the game of
10-year budget projections until Presi-
dent Clinton said we could do away
with the public debt in twelve years.
He neglected to say, however, that in
those 12 years we could transfer the
public debt all back into the Govern-
ment account and still owe the same
amount of money. In fact, we can do
that tomorrow morning. Just put in a
little bill and say that the public debt
shall be paid, and we will transfer it all
over to the Government debt and all go
home and get reelected. That nonsense
has to stop.

If anybody can find a surplus in the
Government account, namely, in the
national debt owed by the United
States of America, please tell me, and
I will be glad to jump off that dome.
But unless and until that happens, Mr.
President, old HOLLINGS is going to
stand here and berate them and nag
them and fuss at them.

This whole charade is just totally ir-
responsible. Senator THURMOND and I
are going to get on; we are not going to
have to pay for this, but our children
and grandchildren are going to have to
pay for it. Some of these esteemed Sen-
ators who are voting so boldly and in-
troducing bills to ‘‘starve the beast”
are going to learn the hard way that
they are going to be spending nothing
but interest costs. They are really
going to be increasing the worst kind
of tax on the American people—inter-
est costs for which they get absolutely
nothing.

We are spending that amount of
money. When President Clinton gave
his State of the Union Address last
January, it was said by one distin-
guished Senator that that gentleman is
costing us $1 billion a minute. Presi-
dent Clinton then talked for 90 min-
utes, an hour and a half. President
Bush now wants to give a $90 billion-a-
year tax cut. Those two equal $180 bil-
lion. If we really had been paying the
bill and had a true surplus, we could
give both President Bush and President
Clinton their programs of either spend-
ing increases or tax cuts and still have
$182 billion. The truth is, instead of
spending $362 billion, $1 billion a day,
on carrying charges, we would have an-
other $182 billion from the $180 billion
with which we could easily increase re-
search at the National Institutes of
Health, pay for the military, State De-
partment—all of these other budgets.

We would be tickled to death to in-
crease all of them. We are spending the
money but not getting anything for it.
Somewhere, sometime we all have to
start talking out of the same book, and
that is the book put out by the U.S.
Treasury itself. Every day they put out
the public debt to the penny. When we
pay down the public debt, rather than
increasing it by some $54 billion, then
let’s all get together and talk about
tax cuts.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SMITH of Oregon). Without objection, it
is so ordered.

The

—————
GERARD LOUGEE MEMORIAL

Mr. LOTT. Mr. President, earlier this
month the U.S. Senate lost another
member of its family. Gerard Lougee
passed away on January 6th at the
Washington Hospital Center. Gerard
worked in the Senate post office as a
mail carrier for the past eighteen
years. He was a graduate of Cardoza
High School and attended the National
Presbyterian Church in Washington
D.C. He began work in the Senate in
1982 after working in the White House
mail room. During his career in the
Senate post office Gerard was recog-
nized for his perfect attendance record,
as well as numerous other performance
awards. Many of our Senate staff will
remember Gerard as he traveled the
corridors of Congress delivering the
mail with diligence and pride. He will
be sorely missed not only by his mail
room colleagues but by all of the Sen-
ate family. On behalf of the Senate I
thank Gerard for his service and dedi-
cation and express our condolences to
his family.

———

BUSH ADMINISTRATION DECISION
ON INTERNATIONAL FAMILY
PLANNING

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I
rise today to express my disappoint-
ment that President Bush chose yester-
day to announce that as his first major
policy action since becoming President
he is reinstating the ‘‘global gag rule”’
restricting United States assistance to
international family planning organi-
zations.

There have been few issues in recent
years that have been more debated,
with people of good intention on both
sides of the issue, and I am dismayed
that the President has opted to start
his Administration with such a divisive
action.

The world now has more than 6 bil-
lion people. The United Nations esti-
mates this figure could be 12 billion by
the year 2050. Almost all of this growth
will occur in the places least able to
bear up under the pressures of massive
population increases. The brunt of this
decision will be felt not in the United
States but in developing countries
lacking the resources needed to provide
basic health or education services.

If women are to be able to better
their own lives and the lives of their
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families, they must have access to the
educational and medical resources
needed to control their reproductive
destinies and their health.

In fact, international family plan-
ning programs reduce poverty, improve
health and raise living standards
around the world; they enhance the
ability of couples and individuals to de-
termine the number and spacing of
their children.

Under the leadership of both Demo-
cratic and Republican Presidents, and
under Congresses controlled by Demo-
crats and Republicans alike, the United
States has established a long and dis-
tinguished record of world leadership
on international family planning and
reproductive health issues.

Unfortunately, in recent years these
programs have come under increasing
partisan attack by the anti-choice
wing of the Republican party—despite
the fact that no U.S. international
family planning funds are spent on
international abortion.

I do not expect President Bush to
change his mind. He is the President,
and, under legislation passed by the
last Congress it is now his prerogative
to determine how U.S. international
family planning assistance will be
used.

But I would ask him, and his advi-
sors, to think long and hard about this
decision, about how this decision
squares with ‘“humble’ U.S. leadership
of the international community and
our commitment to help those around
the world who need and want our help
and assistance.

I would ask the women of America,
as they consider their own reproduc-
tive rights, to consider the aim and in-
tent of a policy in which the reproduc-
tive rights of American women are ap-
proached one way, and those of women
in the developing world another.

And I would ask my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle who feel as
strongly about this issue as I do to con-
sider what legislative remedies and op-
tions we may have available to address
this decision.

Mr. President, it had been my sincere
hope that under President Bush inter-
national family planning would have
been an issue that Republicans and
Democrats, the Administration and
Congress, could have worked on to-
gether, in a bipartisan fashion.

It is with no small amount of regret
that I say that that no longer appears
to be the case.

———
TRIBUTE TO MARY NIELSEN

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I rise
today in tribute to the memory of a
lady who lived in northeastern Mon-
tana who just passed away. She was a
reliable adviser to me and a wonderful
person, although not being born of the
land or even in that part of the coun-
try. She was a native of England and
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